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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Jack Sherman Wyatt appeals his conviction for possession of afire-
arm by a convicted felon in violation of 18 U.S.C.8§ 922(g) (1994).
On appeal, Wyatt challenges the sufficiency of the evidence used to
convict him and contends that the district court erred in denying his
motion pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P. 33. Finding no merit to either of
his assignments of error on appeal, we affirm Wyatt's conviction and
sentence.

Considering the evidence in the light most favorable to the Govern-
ment, as we must, we have no difficulty concluding that the evidence
was "sufficient for arational trier of fact to have found the essential
elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt.” United Statesv.
Brewer, 1 F.3d 1430, 1437 (4th Cir. 1993); see also Glasser v. United
States, 315 U.S. 60, 80 (1942). Wyatt's contrary assertions go to the
credibility of the witnesses and the weight of the evidence, rather than
its sufficiency. See United States v. Saunders, 886 F.2d 56, 60 (4th
Cir. 1989). Moreover, we find no abuse of discretion on the part of
the district court in declining to order anew tria as aresult of Wyatt's
allegations of juror misconduct. See United States v. Dorsey, 45 F.3d
809, 817 (4th Cir. 1995); Fed. R. Evid. 606(b); see also Tanner v.
United States, 483 U.S. 107, 121 (1987).

Accordingly, we affirm Wyatt's conviction and sentence. We dis-
pense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and argument
would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



